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which one basic notion of domicil apparently has been adopted
for such different fields as jurisdiction and venue, taxation.,
poor relief, exercise of civil rights, voting, and conflicts law.158
Where an individual is not free to establish his domicil but
is subject to the interference of legal rules, differences are more
deeply rooted. Thus, the domicil of dependent persons, par-
ticularly of married women, gives rise to problems.159 Again,
the former singular provision of the French Civil Code (art.
13) that a foreigner had to obtain authorization by the French
government to have a domicil in France, greatly disturbed
the international order. A British subj ect who was permanently
located in Paris but had not obtained such authorization, for
the purposes of the French courts, was not there domiciled,
although so regarded under German, Italian, and even
English standards. Thus, tJiejEnglish courts declared that
Mrs. Annesley acquired a>domkiL of choice in France, al-
though she never iiad^applied for governmental permission.160
By law of 1927, this" peculiar doctrine was repealed, and the
French courts proceeded in accordance with the ordinary con-
cept of domicil. Recently (1938), however, a French decree
has required an alien tcTpossess a police identification card al-
lowing him to stay in France for more than one year, in order
to acquire, exercise, or-enjoy statutory rights presupposing
French domicil or residence.161 In France, adoption of chil-
dren depends on this condition (C.C. art, 360), and the cele-
158 This is well known; cf. 3 Proceedings American Law Institute  (1925)
224, esp. W. W. COOK, ibid. 226} COUDERT, "Some Considerations in the Law
of Domicil," 36 Yale L. J. (1927) 9493 Restatement, New York Annotations
6.   Cf. Mr. Justice Frankfurter's dissenting opinion in Texas v. Florida (1939)
306 U.S. 428.
159 por illustration take the case of German RG. (Jan. 12, 1939) HRR. 1939,
no. 376 (the legal domicil of a child whose legitimacy is attacked, but is not yet
avoided, is determined according to the conflict law of legal paternity (EG.
BGB.'art. 19), whereas the court of appeal had applied the lex fort).   See in
respect of the wife, below, p. 310, of the child, below, p. 605.
160 In re Annesley, Davidson v. Annesley [1926] Ch. 692.   See also the dis-
cussion in Harral v. Harral (1884) 39 N.J.Eq. 279.
161 Decret-loi  (Nov.  12, 1938)  J. Off. 12-13 Nov.  1938, art.  15 SIREY
1939.4.1080, D.I939.4.162-163, Clunet 1939, 315.